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County of Cochise
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY Fhilip 5 Leiendecker
) ASSESSOR Felix Dagnino
- P.O. DRAWER 168 Chief Deputy
BISBEE, ARIZONA 85603

TAX YEAR 2016 < - -
APPEAL # 3898
PARCEL # 206-23-088
ASSESSOR DECISION DATE 5/19/2015
PHYSICAL REVIEW (Y/N) i P
____FCV - $121,803
LPV-.  $]21,803
LEGAL CLASS 3
ASSESSMENT RATIO 10% -
APPRAISER Wolslagel - - -

BASIS FOR DECISION: On March 8", 2013, petitioner successfully
completed and submitted the required forms requesting that his
property value continue to remain fixed at its current amount of
$121,803. Pursuant to the Arizona State Constitution, Article 9,
Section 18, (Proposition 104) the property value of a qualifying
resident over the age of 65 would be fixed at the current amount and
remain unchanged for a period of 3 consecutive years.

- — Recommend no-change invalue as-the current value was established . __
via Proposition 104, at the owner’s request, coupled with the fact that

the County Assessor has no legal authority to supersede the limits

and protections of the Arizona State Constitution.

APPROVED ﬁé



March 11, 2015

To: Philip S. Leiendecker — Cochise County Assessor
Re: Review of Valuation

Currently, 1 have a Senior Property Valuation Freeze. However, the property
values have decreased where I live in Richland Ranchetts due to our water wells going
dry, the land subsiding and the earth fissures that are present here. Hopefully, the Arizona
Department of Water Resouzces can find ways to mitigate this problem.

Meanwhile, the road conditions in Richland Ranchetts have gotten so bad that the
public school buses have ceased driving on them. The County could mitigate this
problem. Arizona State Statute 28-6705 allows the County to expend Highway User
Revenue Funds (HURF) on roads laid out, constructed and opened prior to June 13, 1975
even if such roads were not constructed in accordance with Subsection “A”. The roads in
Richland Ranchetts were created in March, 1963 and are eligible for (HURF) funds.

The sustainability of the County’s Property Tax Revenues is dependent on the
County’s ability to mitigate declining property values.

Sincerely,
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Roy C. Markle
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June 24,2015

To: Cochise County Board of Equalization
Re: Petition for Review

The Senior Property Valuation Freeze (Proposition 104) was created
to protect qualifying senior citizens on low fixed-incomes from being taxed
out of their homes in times of increasing property values. However, in times
of decreasing property values these senior citizens are being victimized by
having to pay property taxes on “Frozen Valuations”, which in all fairness,
must be decreased accordingly to the decline in property values in the area
where their properties are located.

Since I got my Senior Property Valuation Freeze the value of my
property has declined and I am not going to be victimized in this situation. I
now request that my appeal of my property valuation be approved. I am sure
this dilemma has already been before the State Tax Court.

Sincerely,
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Roy C. Markle



